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Detailed Action 
Response to Remarks filed 1/12/2007 

1 . Claims 1-20 are presented for examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 1/12/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1/12/2007 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant argued that: 

4. (1) Claim I requires that information be distributed to a plurality of presentation devices because 
claim 1 requires distribution over a plurality of delivery channels. 

5. In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees that distribution over a plurality of delivery channels 
requires information to be distributed to a plurality of presentation devices. Krasnoiarov teaches of 
communicating and posting content comprising images, sounds, and video for a user of a user terminal 
(Paragraphs 0006; 0056; 0098; 0121). Communicating images, sounds and video content to the user 
would require a video channel and audio channel, therefore a plurality of delivery channels. Therefore, 
distribution over a plurality of delivery channels does not require a plurality of presentation devices as 
identified in Applicant's specification. 
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6. (2) A delivery channel is identified in Applicant's specification as a connection between a 
location wherein information is compiled and one or more presentation devices. Krasnoiarov teaches of 
distributing the resulting content to a single user terminal over a single delivery channel between the main 
server and the user terminal. As such, Krasnoiarov does not teach distribution over a plurality of delivery 
channels. 

7. In response, Examiner respectfully notes that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., a 
delivery channel identified as a connection between a location wherein information is compiled and one 
or more presentation devices) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted 
in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Applicant is reminded that claims 1 and 12 do 
not define such a location or even a device, and the Examiner is not interpreting the connection between 
the server and user terminal as the plurality of delivery channel. The claimed plurality of delivery 
channels are interpreted as the channels used to present images, sounds, and video content to the user of 
the user terminal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. Claims 1-4, 6, 8-9, 11-18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krasnoiarov et al, US Publication #2002/0156812 (Krasnoiarov hereinafter), in view of Gardaz et al, US 
Publication #2004/0109197 (Gardaz hereinafter). 

10. As per claims 1 and 12, Krasnoiarov teaches substantially the invention as claimed including a 
method for converting a plurality of files to different formats. Krasnoiarov's teachings comprise of: 

providing a user interface that enables a user to enter a request for converting a plurality of 
deliverables to the formats suitable for presentation, each deliverable including an associated content item 
and a corresponding associated format to which to convert the associated content item (Paragraph 0046. 
User requests personalized set of content components. Paragraph 0105. User indicates display 
preferences for each component.); 

preparing the associated content items for conversion based on the corresponding associated 
formats (Paragraph 0057. Generates components.); 

converting the associated content items using a plurality of parallel processing threads (Paragraph 
0057; 0059; 0063. Threads in parallel processing. Each thread obtains converted components from 
component servers such as non-HTML to HTML, XML to HTML.), each thread corresponding to an 
associated content item for conversion to a corresponding associated format (Paragraph 0060-0061 . Each 
thread is assigned to a component.); 

compiling the converted deliverables for distribution over a plurality of delivery channels 
(Paragraph 0006. Content may comprise of HTML, XML, images, sounds, and video. Paragraph 0057. 
VoiceXML. Paragraph 0098. Content is assembled.); and 

posting the content to the delivery channels (Paragraph 0006. Content may comprise of HTML, 
XML, images, sounds, and video. Paragraph 0098; 0121. Post assembled content to the user.). 
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1 1 . Krasnoiarov teaches substantial features of the claimed invention including parallel processing 
wherein a plurality of threads work in parallel to process user's request, and each thread corresponding to 
an associated content item for conversion to a corresponding associated format, wherein component 
servers convert the associated content items. However, Krasnoiarov does not specifically teach of each 
thread converting the associated content item to the corresponding associated format. 

Gardaz teaches of a server that processes threads in parallel (Paragraph 0163; 01 82), wherein the 
server also converts files from one format to another (Paragraphs 0062; 0095; 0108). 

12. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Krasnoiarov and Gardaz because both teachings are similar in that they deal 
with parallel processing and the converting of files to different formats. Furthermore, the teachings of 
Gardaz for processing threads in parallel for the conversion of files would enhance the efficiency of 
Krasnoiarvo's system by decreasing the time required to process client's request. 

13. As per claims 2 and 13, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, wherein preparing the associated 
content items for conversion comprises retrieving the associated content items from a database (Paragraph 
0060. Component servers.). 

14. As per claims 3 and 14, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, wherein preparing the associated 
content items for conversion comprises customizing the associated content items (Paragraph 0105. User 
request includes specifying how to generate a component. User preference.). 

15. As per claims 4 and 1 5, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, wherein customizing the associated 
content items comprises embedding within the associated content items objects related to the presentation 
(Paragraph 0105. Presentation of content. Display preferences for each component.) and distribution of 
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the associated content items (Paragraph 0.098; 0121. Content is assembled and posted to the requesting 
client.). 

16. As per claims 6 and 16, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, further comprising receiving a request 
to convert the plurality of deliverables to the plurality of formats suitable for presentation (Paragraph 
0046. User requests personalized content components. Paragraph 0006. Content may comprise of 
HTML, XML, images, sounds, and video. Paragraph 0057. VoiceXML), the request including a selected 
delivery channel over which to distribute the converted deliverables (Paragraph 0097. Content is 
assembled and returned to the user. Paragraph 0052; 0057. Establish TCP/IP connection. HTTP 
protocol.). 

1 7. As per claims 8 and 1 7, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, further comprising distributing the 
converted deliverables over the selected delivery channel (Paragraph 0097. Content is assembled and 
returned to the user. Paragraph 0052; 0057. Establish TCP/IP connection. HTTP protocol.). 

1 8. As per claims 9 and 1 8, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, further comprising presenting the 
converted deliverables at a presentation client (Paragraph 0105. Request for presentation of content. 
Paragraph 0121. Post assembled content.). 

19. As per claims 1 1 and 20, Krasnoiarov teaches the invention, wherein presenting the deliverables 
at the presentation client comprises presenting an audible version of the deliverables at the presentation 
client (Paragraph 0006; 0105. Content may comprise of HTML, XML, images, sounds, and video. 
Paragraph 0057. Convert content. VoiceXML.). 
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20. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krasnoiarov and Gardaz, 
in view of Alonso et al, US Patent #6,1 84,878 (Alonso hereinafter). 

21 . As per claim 5, Krasnoiarov teaches the method of converting content to a page description 
language and converting the page description language to the format suitable for presentation (Paragraph 
0057; 0105. Convert non-HTML into HTML. XML into HTML). However, Krasnoiarov does not 
specifically teach the process comprising of parsing the associated content items to identify content to be 
presented and converting the parsed content to a page description language. 

Alonso teaches of parsing a web page to identify HTML content and converting the HTML page 
into a video page (Col 4, line 66-Col 5, line 15). 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Krasnoiarov, Gardaz, and Alonso because all three teachings deal with the 
converting of content from one format to another. Furthermore, the teachings of Alonso to parse and 
identify content to convert formats would allow identification of content requiring conversion and 
providing an explanation of the process of converting content from one format to another. 

23. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krasnoiarov and Gardaz, 
in view of Huetsch et al, US Publication #2002/0049842 (Huetsch hereinafter). 

24. As per claim 7, Krasnoiarov does not specifically teach the method of claim 6, further comprising 
logging the request in a request history. 

Huetsch teaches of maintaining a client request history (Paragraph 0037). 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Krasnoiarov, Gardaz, and Huetsch to maintain a client request history, which 



i 
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would allow efficient processing of user requests through caching content and routing requests to an 
appropriate process. 

26. Claims 10 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krasnoiarov 
and Gardaz, in view of Gillford et al, US Publication #2003/0123622 (Gifford hereinafter). 

27. As per claims 10 and 19, Krasnoiarov does not specifically teach of presenting a printed version 
of the deliverables at the presentation client. 

Gifford teaches of receiving content, where the content may be converted to a printed version 
such as FAX messages (Paragraph 0156). 

28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Krasnoiarov, Gardaz, and Gillford because all three teachings deal with 
converting content for presentation to a user. The teachings of Gifford to convert data into printed 
version would enhance the system of Krasnoiarov and Gardaz by allowing the user to receive content in 
additional different formats. 

Conclusion 

29. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 

30. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Joshua Joo whose telephone number is 571 272-3966. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday to Thursday 8AM to 5PM and every other Friday. 
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31. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571 272-1915. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. ... cifPViSO^^^^^p 2800 




32. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Appjjeafion 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



March 7, 2007 
JJ 



